At the beginning of his Metaphysics, Aristotle attributed several strange-sounding theses to Plato. Generations of Plato scholars have assumed that these could not be found in the dialogues. In heated arguments, they have debated the significance of these claims, some arguing that they constituted an "unwritten teaching" and others maintaining that Aristotle was mistaken in attributing them to Plato. In his previous book-length study on Plato's late ontology, Kenneth M. Sayre demonstrated that, despite differences in terminology, these claims correspond to themes developed by Plato in the Parmenides and the Philebus. In this book, he shows how this correspondence can be extended to key, but previously obscure, passages in the Statesman. He also examines the interpretative consequences for other sections of that dialogue, particularly those concerned with the practice of dialectical inquiry.
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Having been able to spend much of my career working with Plato's dialogues is a privilege for which I am deeply grateful. This privilege is due in large part to the ample support provided through the years by the University of Notre Dame. It was through discussion with colleagues and friends such as Catesby Talliaferro, Frederick Crosson, and Robert Vacca that my fascination with Plato's writings first emerged. And it was in the process of sharing insights about these writings with hundreds of Notre Dame students, both graduate and undergraduate, that Plato moved to the center of my scholarly interests. I am also grateful for the formative influence of visiting appointments at Princeton University (1966 -67), Oxford University (1985 , and Cambridge University (1996) , which enabled frequent conversations with scholarly role models such as Gregory Vlastos, John Ackrill, and Myles Burnyeat. Lacking a distinct lineage of my own in Platonic studies, I am pleased to think of these eminent scholars as among my surrogate mentors.
There are many others to thank in connection with my work on the Statesman specifically. My once casual interest in this dialogue began to take on focus during a conference on Plato's trilogy directed by Catherine Zuckert in 1998. Although I had written previously on the methodology of the Theaetetus and the Sophist, this conference led me to realize that the Statesman has a great deal to say about Plato's methodology as well. Shortly thereafter, I began working on the manuscript that developed into the present book.
Excerpts from early versions of the manuscript were presented on various occasions over the next few years, leading to penetrating criticism xi
